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Commission regulations that describe 
the quarantined area. 

Comments on the interim rule were 
required to be received on or before June 
17, 2002. We did not receive any 
comments. Therefore, for the reasons 
given in the interim rule, we are 
adopting the interim rule as a final rule. 

This action also affirms the 
information contained in the interim 
rule concerning Executive Order 12866 
and the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
Executive Orders 12372 and 12988, and 
the Paperwork Reduction Act. 

Further, for this action, the Office of 
Management and Budget has waived its 
review under Executive Order 12866.

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 72 

Animal diseases, Cattle, Incorporation 
by reference, Quarantine, 
Transportation.

PART 72—TEXAS (SPLENETIC) FEVER 
IN CATTLE 

Accordingly, we are adopting as a 
final rule, without change, the interim 
rule that amended 9 CFR part 72 and 
that was published at 67 FR 18466–
18467 on April 16, 2002.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 8303, 8304, 8305, 8306, 
8308, 8313, and 8315; 7 CFR 2.22, 2.80, and 
371.4.

Done in Washington, DC, this 23rd day of 
September, 2002. 
Peter Fernandez, 
Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 02–24601 Filed 9–26–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–34–P

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

13 CFR Part 121 

Small Business Size Standards; 
Waiver of the Nonmanufacturer Rule

AGENCY: Small Business Administration 
(SBA).
ACTION: Final rule, and request for 
comments. 

SUMMARY: The SBA originally 
announced its final decision to grant the 
Nonmanufacturer Rule for bearings, 
plain, unmounted and bearings 
mounted which was published in the 
Federal Register on May 30, 2002 (67 
FR 37665). SBA became aware of the 
possible existence of a small business 
manufacturer for bearings, plain, 
unmounted, under North American 
Industry Classification 333613, Product 
Service Code (PSC) 3120. The purpose 
of this notice is to notify the public of 
this small business manufacturer of 

bearings, plain, unmounted under PSC 
3120 and to retain a waiver of the 
Nonmanufacturer Rule for bearings, 
mounted under PSC 3130 and solicit 
comments from interested parties.

DATES: Comments and sources must be 
submitted on or before October 11, 
2002.

ADDRESSES: Edith G. Butler, Program 
Analyst, Small Business 
Administration, 409 3rd Street, SW., 
Washington DC, 20416.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edith G. Butler, Tel: (202) 619–0422

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public 
Law 100–656, enacted on November 15, 
1988, incorporated into the Small 
Business Act the previously existing 
regulation that recipients of Federal 
contracts set aside for small businesses 
or SBA 8(a) Program procurement must 
provide the product of a small business 
manufacturer or processor, if the 
recipient is other than the actual 
manufacturer or processor. This 
requirement is commonly referred to as 
the Nonmanufacturer Rule. The SBA 
regulations imposing this requirement 
are found at 13 CFR 121.906(b) and 
121.1106(b). Section 303(h) of the law 
provides for waiver of this requirement 
by SBA for any ‘‘class of products’’ for 
which there are no small business 
manufacturers or processors in the 
Federal market. To be considered 
available to participate in the Federal 
market on these classes of products, a 
small business manufacturer must have 
submitted a proposal for a contract 
solicitation or received a contract from 
the Federal government within the last 
24 months. The SBA defines ‘‘class of 
products’’ based on two coding systems. 
The first is the Office of Management 
and Budget North American Industry 
Classification System. The second is the 
Product and Service Code established 
by the Federal Procurement Data 
System.

Barry S. Meltz, 
Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Government Contracting.
[FR Doc. 02–24558 Filed 9–26–02; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 23 

[Docket No. CE190; Special Conditions No. 
23–130–SC] 

Special Conditions: CenTex 
Aerospace, Inc.; Beech Model A36 
airplane, Installation of Full Authority 
Digital Engine Control (FADEC) 
System and the Protection of the 
System from the Effects of High 
Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final special conditions; request 
for comments. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to CenTex Aerospace, Inc.; 7805 
Karl May Drive; Waco, Texas 76708 for 
the Beech Model A36 airplane. This 
airplane will have a novel or unusual 
design feature(s) associated with the 
installation of an engine that uses an 
electronic engine control system in 
place of the engine’s mechanical system. 
The applicable airworthiness 
regulations do not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for this 
design feature. These special conditions 
contain the additional safety standards 
that the Administrator considers 
necessary to establish a level of safety 
equivalent to that established by the 
existing airworthiness standards.
DATES: The effective date of these 
special conditions is September 18, 
2002. Comments must be received on or 
before October 28, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed 
in duplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Regional Counsel, 
ACE–7, Attention: Rules Docket Clerk, 
Docket No. CE190, Room 506, 901 
Locust, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. All 
comments must be marked: Docket No. 
CE190. Comments may be inspected in 
the Rules Docket weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 7:30 a.m. and 
4 p.m.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Wes 
Ryan, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Aircraft Certification Service, Small 
Airplane Directorate, ACE–111, 901 
Locust, Room 301, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106; 816–329–4127 fax 816–
329–4090.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA 
has determined that notice and 
opportunity for prior public comment 
hereon are impracticable because these 
procedures would significantly delay 
issuance of the approval design and 
thus delivery of the affected aircraft. In
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addition, the substance of these special 
conditions has been subject to the 
public comment process in several prior 
instances with no substantive comments 
received. The FAA therefore finds that 
good cause exists for making these 
special conditions effective upon 
issuance. 

Comments Invited 
Interested persons are invited to 

submit such written data, views, or 
arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or special condition 
number and be submitted in duplicate 
to the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments will be 
considered by the Administrator. The 
special conditions may be changed in 
light of the comments received. All 
comments received will be available in 
the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons, both before and after 
the closing date for comments. A report 
summarizing each substantive public 
contact with FAA personnel concerning 
this rulemaking will be filed in the 
docket. Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this notice 
must include a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
CE190.’’ The postcard will be date 
stamped and returned to the 
commenter. 

Background 
On February 11, 2002, CenTex 

Aerospace, Inc. applied for a 
supplemental type certificate for their 
Beech Model A36 airplane. The Beech 
Model A36 is powered by a Teledyne 
Continental Motors model IOF–550-B 
engine. This engine incorporates Full 
Authority Digital Electronic Controls. 

Type Certification Basis 
Under the provisions of 14 CFR 

§ 21.101, CenTex Aerospace, Inc. must 
show that the Beech Model A36 meets 
the applicable provisions of 14 CFR part 
23, as amended by Amendments 23–1 
through 23–53 thereto. 

If the Administrator finds that the 
applicable airworthiness regulations 
(i.e., 14 CFR part 23) do not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety standards 
for the Beech Model A36 because of a 
novel or unusual design feature, special 
conditions are prescribed under the 
provisions of § 21.16. 

In addition to the applicable 
airworthiness regulations and special 
conditions, the Beech Model A36 must 
comply with the fuel vent and exhaust 
emission requirements of 14 CFR part 

34 and the noise certification 
requirements of 14 CFR part 36, and the 
FAA must issue a finding of regulatory 
adequacy pursuant to section 611 of 
Public Law 92–574, the ‘‘Noise Control 
Act of 1972.’’ 

Special conditions, as appropriate, as 
defined in § 11.19, are issued in 
accordance with § 11.38, and become 
part of the type certification basis in 
accordance with § 21.101.

Special conditions are initially 
applicable to the model for which they 
are issued. Should the type certificate 
for that model be amended later to 
include any other model that 
incorporates the same novel or unusual 
design feature, the special conditions 
would also apply to the other model 
under the provisions of § 21.101. 

Novel or Unusual Design Features 
The Beech Model A36 will 

incorporate the following novel or 
unusual design features: 

The CenTex Aerospace, Inc. Beech 
Model A36 airplane will use an engine 
that includes an electronic control 
system with full engine authority 
capability. 

Many advanced electronic systems are 
prone to either upsets or damage, or 
both, at energy levels lower than analog 
systems. The increasing use of high 
power radio frequency emitters 
mandates requirements for improved 
high intensity radiated fields (HIRF) 
protection for electrical and electronic 
equipment. Since the electronic engine 
control system used on the CenTex 
Aerospace, Inc. Beech Model A36 will 
perform critical functions, provisions 
for protection from the effects of HIRF 
fields should be considered and, if 
necessary, incorporated into the 
airplane design data. The FAA policy 
contained in Notice 8110.71, dated 
April 2, 1998, establishes the HIRF 
energy levels that airplanes will be 
exposed to in service. The guidelines set 
forth in this Notice are the result of an 
Aircraft Certification Service review of 
existing policy on HIRF, in light of the 
ongoing work of the ARAC 
Electromagnetic Effects Harmonization 
Working Group (EEHWG). The EEHWG 
adopted a set of HIRF environment 
levels in November 1997 that were 
agreed upon by the FAA, JAA, and 
industry participants. As a result, the 
HIRF environments in this notice reflect 
the environment levels recommended 
by this working group. This notice states 
that a full authority digital engine 
control is an example of a system that 
should address the HIRF environments. 

Even though the control system will 
be certificated as part of the engine, the 
installation of an engine with an 

electronic control system requires 
evaluation due to the possible effects on 
or by other airplane systems (e.g., radio 
interference with other airplane 
electronic systems, shared engine and 
airplane power sources). The regulatory 
requirements in 14 CFR part 23 for 
evaluating the installation of complex 
systems, including electronic systems, 
are contained in § 23.1309. However, 
when § 23.1309 was developed, the use 
of electronic control systems for engines 
was not envisioned; therefore, the 
§ 23.1309 requirements were not 
applicable to systems certificated as part 
of the engine (reference § 23.1309(f)(1)). 
Also, electronic control systems often 
require inputs from airplane data and 
power sources and outputs to other 
airplane systems (e.g., automated 
cockpit powerplant controls such as 
mixture setting). Although the parts of 
the system that are not certificated with 
the engine could be evaluated using the 
criteria of § 23.1309, the integral nature 
of systems such as these makes it 
unfeasible to evaluate the airplane 
portion of the system without including 
the engine portion of the system. 
However, § 23.1309(f)(1) again prevents 
complete evaluation of the installed 
airplane system since evaluation of the 
engine system’s effects is not required. 

Therefore, special conditions are 
proposed for the CenTex Aerospace, 
Inc., Beech Model A36 to provide HIRF 
protection and to evaluate the 
installation of the electronic engine 
control system for compliance with the 
requirements of § 23.1309(a) through (e) 
at Amendment 23–46.

Applicability 
As discussed above, these special 

conditions are applicable to the Beech 
Model A36. Should CenTex Aerospace, 
Inc. apply at a later date for a change to 
the type certificate to include another 
model incorporating the same novel or 
unusual design feature, the special 
conditions would apply to that model as 
well under the provisions of § 21.101. 

Conclusion 
This action affects only certain novel 

or unusual design features on one Beech 
model A36 airplane. It is not a rule of 
general applicability, and it affects only 
the applicant who applied to the FAA 
for approval of these features on the 
airplane. 

The substance of these special 
conditions has been subjected to the 
notice and comment period in several 
prior instances and has been derived 
without substantive change from those 
previously issued. It is unlikely that 
prior public comment would result in a 
significant change from the substance
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contained herein. For this reason, and 
because a delay would significantly 
affect the certification of the airplane, 
which is imminent, the FAA has 
determined that prior public notice and 
comment are unnecessary and 
impracticable, and good cause exists for 
adopting these special conditions upon 
issuance. The FAA is requesting 
comments to allow interested persons to 
submit views that may not have been 
submitted in response to the prior 
opportunities for comment described 
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23 

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and 
symbols.

Citation 

The authority citation for these 
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113 and 
44701; 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.38 and 11.19. 

The Special Conditions 

Accordingly, pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the 
Administrator, the following special 
conditions are issued as part of the type 
certification basis for the CenTex 
Aerospace, Inc., Beech Model A36 
airplane. 

1. High Intensity Radiated Fields 
(HIRF) Protection. In showing 
compliance with 14 CFR part 21 and the 
airworthiness requirements of 14 CFR 
part 23, protection against hazards 
caused by exposure to HIRF fields for 
the full authority digital engine control 
system, which performs critical 
functions, must be considered. To 
prevent this occurrence, the electronic 
engine control system must be designed 
and installed to ensure that the 
operation and operational capabilities of 
this critical system are not adversely 
affected when the airplane is exposed to 
high energy radio fields. 

At this time, the FAA and other 
airworthiness authorities are unable to 
precisely define or control the HIRF 
energy level to which the airplane will 
be exposed in service; therefore, the 
FAA hereby defines two acceptable 
interim methods for complying with the 
requirement for protection of systems 
that perform critical functions. 

(1) The applicant may demonstrate 
that the operation and operational 
capability of the installed electrical and 
electronic systems that perform critical 
functions are not adversely affected 
when the aircraft is exposed to the 
external HIRF threat environment 
defined in the following table:

Frequency 

Field strength 
(volts per meter) 

Peak Average 

10 kHz–100 kHz ........... 50 50 
100 kHz–500 kHz ......... 50 50 
500 kHz–2 MHz ............ 50 50 
2 MHz–30 MHz ............. 100 100 
30 MHz–70 MHz ........... 50 50 
70 MHz–100 MHz ......... 50 50 
100 MHz–200 MHz ....... 100 100 
200 MHz–400 MHz ....... 100 100 
400 MHz–700 MHz ....... 700 50 
700 MHz–1 GHz ........... 700 100 
1 GHz–2 GHz ............... 2000 200 
2 GHz–4 GHz ............... 3000 200 
4 GHz–6 GHz ............... 3000 200 
6 GHz–8 GHz ............... 1000 200 
8 GHz–12 GHz ............. 3000 300 
12 GHz–18 GHz ........... 2000 200 
18 GHz–40 GHz ........... 600 200 

The field strengths are expressed in terms 
of peak root-mean-square (rms) values. 

or, 
(2) The applicant may demonstrate by 

a system test and analysis that the 
electrical and electronic systems that 
perform critical functions can withstand 
a minimum threat of 100 volts per meter 
peak electrical strength, without the 
benefit of airplane structural shielding, 
in the frequency range of 10 KHz to 18 
GHz. When using this test to show 
compliance with the HIRF 
requirements, no credit is given for 
signal attenuation due to installation. 
Data used for engine certification may 
be used, when appropriate, for airplane 
certification.

2. Electronic Engine Control System. 
The installation of the electronic engine 
control system must comply with the 
requirements of § 23.1309(a) through (e) 
at Amendment 23–46. The intent of this 
requirement is not to re-evaluate the 
inherent hardware reliability of the 
control itself, but rather determine the 
effects, including environmental effects 
addressed in § 23.1309(e), on the 
airplane systems and engine control 
system when installing the control on 
the airplane. When appropriate, engine 
certification data may be used when 
showing compliance with this 
requirement.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on 
September 18, 2002. 

Michael Gallagher, 
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft 
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 02–24667 Filed 9–26–02; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 23 

[Docket No. CE184, Special Condition 23–
118–SC] 

Special Conditions; Avidyne 
Corporation, Cirrus Design 
Corporation Model SR20/SR22; 
Protection of Systems for High 
Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF); 
Correction

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; 
correction. 

SUMMARY: The FAA published a 
document in the Federal Register on 
May 24, 2002 (67 FR 36502), concerning 
final special conditions on the Avidyne 
Corporation on the Cirrus Design 
Corporation Model SR20/SR22. There 
was an inadvertent error in the 
preamble of the special conditions in 
the name of the corporation. This 
document contains a correction to the 
name of the company under the Novel 
or Unusual Design Features section of 
the final special conditions.

DATES: The effective date of these 
corrected special conditions is May 7, 
2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ervin Dvorak, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE–110), Small 
Airplane Directorate, Aircraft 
Certification Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 901 Locust, Room 301, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; telephone 
(816) 329–4123.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Need for Correction 

The FAA published a document on 
May 24, 2002 (67 FR 36502) that issued 
final special conditions. In the 
document under the Novel or Unusual 
Design Features section, a company by 
the name of ‘‘Carpenter Avionics Inc.’’ 
appears, and it should have read 
‘‘Avidyne Corporation.’’ This document 
corrects that error. 

Correction of Publication 

Accordingly, on page 36503, in 
column 3, the preamble of the special 
conditions is corrected to remove the 
name ‘‘Carpenter Avionics Inc.’’ and to 
replace it with the name ‘‘Avidyne 
Corporation’’ in the Novel or Unusual 
Design Features section.
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